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notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice,
stating that the emergency declared
with respect to the Government of
Cuba’s destruction of two unarmed
U.S.-registered civilian aircraft in
international airspace north of Cuba on
February 24, 1996, is to continue in ef-
fect beyond the March 1, 1997, to the
Federal Register for publication.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 27, 1997.
f

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will now entertain 1-minute re-
quests.
f

NEWLY PROPOSED EPA STAND-
ARDS REGARDING PARTICULATE
MATTER AND OZONE

(Mr. NEY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, our Governor
today came out with a bipartisan dele-
gation from Ohio and met with Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle on an im-
portant issue, and that is the ozone and
EPA regulations.

On February 6, George Wolff, chair-
man of the EPA’s own Clean Air Sci-
entific Advisory Committee, testified
the proposed standards were based on a
policy judgment by Carol Browner, the
director of the U.S. EPA, and not on
sound evidence.

What do we find out today? The L.A.
Times story. And in that story it says
that the White House complained, in a
draft report made available Wednes-
day, that a major air pollution pro-
posal put forward by the EPA was not
fully considered and based on what
some scientists consider inadequate re-
search.

What does the EPA say? If un-
changed, the report could be very dam-
aging. Of course it could be damaging,
because this is a hallucination by the
Director of the EPA of what our stand-
ards could be. It will put us out of
work. It will put us out of work in the
Midwest of this country.

This is not based on scientific fact.
Information has been withheld from
the committee. Chairman BLILEY re-
quested additional information.

Take the trigger off the gun, Director
Browner. We want our jobs.
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HEALTH INSURANCE FOR
CHILDREN

(Ms. DEGETTE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to address a topic that is close to
all of our hearts, children’s health.
Like many of my colleagues, I am
blessed with two healthy children, but
10 million parents in this country have
little or no access to health care for
their children. And, worse, more and
more of these uninsured children are
being exposed to environmental haz-
ards that render horrible illnesses with
no cure.

As Congress works to improve health
coverage for children, I urge them to
promote policies that promote health
care for children, especially remedi-
ation of environmental hazards. Today,
children live in an environment that is
vastly different from those of past gen-
erations. While all children are exposed
to environmental health hazards, chil-
dren living in poverty are at a dis-
proportionate risk.

Survey after survey shows that toxic
waste dumps, lead paint and high pol-
lution are most often located in or near
low-income neighborhoods. With lim-
ited access to health care, children ex-
posed to environmental hazards face
multiple risks of illness, including
asthma and lead poisoning.

Mr. Speaker, I urge this Congress to
address in a serious way health care for
children.
f

ILLEGAL IMMIGRANT HITS
JACKPOT

(Mr. PACKARD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
discuss an issue which has raised both
the anger of my constituents and now
the eyebrows of many of my colleagues
who thought that we had finally put an
end to the handing out of benefits to il-
legal aliens with last year’s immigra-
tion and welfare reform bills.

I am talking about an illegal immi-
grant who hit the jackpot of the U.S.
Treasury. The San Diego Union re-
ported that an undocumented woman
residing in my hometown received
$12,000 in taxpayer funds to move out of
her apartment complex to make way
for a HUD project. Legal residents in
that same project received displace-
ment costs of $400, but the illegal alien
gets $12,000.

Mr. Speaker, this is not only crazy; it
is unbelievable and since every Federal
agency must comply with the Uniform
Relocation Act, who knows how often
this is happening. Clearly, Mr. Speak-
er, it not only defies common sense,
this is a cash reward for beating the
system.

Yesterday I introduced legislation to
close this loophole by amending the

Uniform Relocation Act so that it
abides by and enforces the immigration
law as we have passed. I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss an
issue which has raised both the anger of my
constituents and now the eyebrows of many of
my colleagues who thought that we had finally
put an end to handing out benefits to illegal
aliens with last year’s immigration and welfare
reform bills. I am talking about an illegal immi-
grant who hit the jackpot at the U.S. Treasury.

The San Diego Union Tribune reported on
February 12, 1997, that an undocumented
woman residing in my hometown of Ocean-
side, CA, received $12,000 in taxpayer funds
to move out of her apartment complex to
make way for a HUD project, Department of
Housing and Urban Development project.

The crazy thing is, HUD knew she was un-
documented, not to mention unemployed, and
that is why she received so much. Other resi-
dents of the complex were moved to section
8 public housing without compensation. Be-
cause illegal immigrants are prohibited from
living in section 8 housing, HUD went ahead
and gave her $12,000 in relocation assistance.

How could this happen? Apparently, HUD
claimed it was just following the Uniform Relo-
cation Act, which mandates that residents dis-
placed by a Federal project who do not re-
ceive alternate housing, such as section 8,
must be financially compensated—without re-
gard to immigration status.

Legal residents in my district displaced by
this same project will receive a subsidy of
about $400 for their section 8 housing. But an
illegal alien gets $12,000? Mr. Speaker, that is
not only crazy, it is unbelievable. And since
every Federal agency must comply with the
Uniform Relocation Act, who knows how often
this happens? Clearly, Mr. Speaker, this not
only defies common sense, this is a cash re-
ward for beating the system.

I should also mention that the Immigration
and Nationalization Service has yet to take the
appropriate steps to deport this person. They
know her name, her previous address, and
they need to go no further than HUD to find
out where she is now.

Yesterday, I introduced legislation to close
this loophole by amending the Uniform Relo-
cation Act so that it abides by and enforces
the immigration laws of this Nation. HUD may
have found the door open just enough to
award this woman $12,000, but I intend to
slam that door shut, for good.

I urge the support of all of my colleagues for
this legislation. Simply put, it’s the right thing
to do. Continuing such an absurd policy is un-
acceptable.
f

CHILDREN AND HEALTH
INSURANCE

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, over
70,000 children in my home State of
Connecticut woke up this morning
without any health insurance, and to-
night their parents will lie awake, wor-
rying, knowing that they are one phone
call, one accident away from medical
and potentially financial ruin.

As we come together from both sides
of the aisle to work on areas of com-
mon ground, surely we can agree that
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